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Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment received on 1 1/06/2008. 

2. Claims cancelled by the applicants: 16- 18 

3. Claims amended by the applicants: 1-8, 9-15, 19-23. 

4. Claims added by the applicants: 24-26. 

5. Claims pending in the application: 1-15, 19-26. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

6. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 1 1/06/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained ihough the invention i.snot identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 ofthis title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the im enlion was made to a person having ordinal) skill in the ai 1 to which subject mallei pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner In w hich the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-8, 19-21, 22, 25, 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent No. 5,848,415 to Guck (hereinafter called Guck) in view of US Patent No. 
2002/0165988 to Khan (hereinafter called Khan). 
Per claim 1: 
Guck disclose: 

- providing content in a generic markup language (col. 4, lines 25-27 "Any document. . . 
have "content" is stored. . . database as a resource object" and See FIG. 3 and related 
discussion), content in a generic markup language susceptible to being converted to a 
plurality languages capable of being displayed on a mobile device interfaced with 
network (col. 6, lines 1 1-14 "The network 40 has communication connections to the 
client 10, the client 20, the client 30 and the client 33, each of which involves different 
communication protocols"); and 

- receiving a request for content from a mobile device interfaced with network (col. 4, 
lines 46-47 "database to set up a requested document in the format appropriate to the 
User-requester"); 

- retrieving device information for the identified type of device from the at least one 
registry (col. 4, lines 39-50 "dynamically modify its characteristics to. . . formatting 
requirements requested by the User and/or formatting requirements required by the 
protocol being used. . . display. . . PDA. . . cellular phone"); and 
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converting the content in the generic markup language into a form of content 
displayable on the mobile device (col. 4, lines 40-42 "A document. . . dynamically 
converted into a wide range of formats"), 
- customizing the converted content based upon at least one device attribute in the device 
information retrieved from the at least one registry the customizing occurring 
programmatically without input form a user (col. 4, lines 63-65 "The dynamic conversion 
technique works equally well for conversion from one resource type to another and/or 
from one content format to another" and See FIG. 7 and related discussion). 

Although, Guck teach provide the content converter to any device. Guck is silent on 
providing the registry information for the device. However, this feature deemed to be inherent to 
the Guck system, Guck system shows converting the content for any device in any format, col. 4, 
lines 33-39. Guck system would in inoperative if the converted format is not compatible with 
client device. 

Guck does not explicitly disclose identifying automatically without user input, based on the 
request, a type of device for the mobile device; transmitting the generated content over the 
network to the mobile device. 

However, Khan discloses in an analogous computer system identifying automatically 
without user input, based on the request, a type of device for the mobile device (paragraph 
[0008]); transmitting the generated content over the network to the mobile device (paragraph 
[0011]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the method of identifying automatically without user 
input, based on the request, a type of device for the mobile device; transmitting the generated 
content over the network to the mobile device as taught by Khan into the method of converting 
the text the for the target device as taught by Guck. The modification would be obvious because 
of one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to identifying automatically without user 
input, based on the request, a type of device for the mobile device; transmitting the generated 
content over the network to the mobile device to provide a flexible display for a specific device 
as suggested by Khan (paragraph [0005]). 

Per claims 2 and 3: 

Guck disclose: 

- translating the content from an original programming language into generic markup 
language prior to converting the content in the generic markup language into content 
displayable on the mobile device (col. 4, lines 55-58 "if the document. . . requested. . . is 
not immediately transferable, the server automatically. . . utilizes a converter object which 
transforms the document's content to a format compatible with the request"). 

Per claim 4 : 

Guck disclose: 

- providing a translator capable of converting HTML content into generic markup 
language content; and translating HTML formatted content into generic markup 
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language content using HTML translator (col. 4, lines 67 "converter could convert a 
plain text file to an HTML file", also, fig. 3, and related discussion). 

Per claims 5 and 6: 

Guck disclose: 

- marking the generic markup language the content with identifiers (col. 8, line 24 "a 
message document will be assigned a unique "message id""); and 

- performing the retrieving of device information from at least one registry based on one 
of identifiers marking the content (col. 8, lines 27-30 "The Resource object created on 
behalf of the document is assigned "properties" that represent the document's content and 
identity"). 

Per claims 7 and 8: 

Guck disclose: 

- providing a set of rules for translating of content from generic markup language into 
device-specific content displayable on the mobile device (col. 4, lines 37-38 
"dynamically modify its characteristics to accommodate formatting requirements 
requested by the User"); and 

applying at least one rule from the set of rules in combination with the device information 
from the at least one registry to generate content for the mobile device; (col. 4, lines 39- 
40 "formatting requirements required by the protocol being used"). 
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Per claim 19 and 20: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Guck does not explicitly disclose wherein 
wireless device is a cellular phone, wherein the mobile device is a PDA. 

However, Khan discloses in an analogous computer system wherein the mobile device is 
a cellular phone (paragraph [0009]). 

The feature of using devices such as cellular phone would be obvious for the reasons set 
forth in the rejection of claim 1 . 

Claims 21 and 22 are the computer program product claim corresponding to method claims 1 
and 8 respectively, and rejected under the same rational set forth in connection with the rejection 
of claims 1 and 8 respectively, above. 

Claims 25 and 26 are the computer program product claim corresponding to method claims 1 
and 19 respectively, and rejected under the same rational set forth in connection with the 
rejection of claims 1 and 19 respectively, above. 

10. Claims 9, 10-15, 23, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Guck in view of Khan and further in view of US Patent No. 6,857,102 to Bickmore (hereinafter 
called Bickmore). 
Per claim 9: 
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The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, neither Guck nor Khan explicitly disclose 
wherein the at least one user preference is at least one of user interface choices, key mappings, 
key behavior, functionality, amount of information to be rendered, language, and location. 

However, Bickmore discloses in an analogous computer system the at least one user 
preference is at least one of user interface choices, key mappings, key behavior, functionality, 
amount of information to be rendered, language, and location (col. 2, lines 41-65 "In client-side 
navigation, the user is given the ability to interactively navigate within a single web page by 
altering the portion of the single web page that is displayed at any given time. . ." it would be 
obvious to have user choice interface and its functionality). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the method of at least one user preference is at least one of 
user interface choices, key mappings, key behavior, functionality, amount of information to be 
rendered, language, and location as taught by Bickmore into the method of converting the text 
the for the target device as taught by the combination system of Guck and Khan. The 
modification would be obvious because of one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 
have user preferences of users' choice to not to provide display restrictions by the server to each 
device as suggested by Bickmore (col. 3, lines 20-30). 

Per claims 10-12: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, neither Guck nor Khan explicitly disclose 
providing a plurality of stylesheets for the generic markup language; using the stylesheets in 
generating the content for the mobile device. 
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However, Bickmore discloses in an analogous computer system providing a plurality of 
stylesheets for the generic markup language; using the stylesheets in generating the content for 
the mobile device (col. 2, lines 25-40 ". . .A series of style sheets may be attached to a document, 
each with a weight describing that style sheet's desirability to the document's author. The user 
can also specify a default style sheet. The browser used by the user to access the distributed 
network can also define a "default" style sheet..."). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the method of using stylesheets to convert the content for the 
desired device as taught by Bickmore into the method of converting the text the for the target 
device as taught by the combination system of Guck and Khan. The modification would be 
obvious because of one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to use the stylesheets to 
convert the content to desired devices to provide a better display on handheld devices without 
losing it visibility as suggested by Bickmore (col. 1, lines 10-16). 

Per claim 13: 

The rejection of claim 10 is incorporated, and further, neither Guck nor Khan explicitly disclose 
wherein at least one of the stylesheets converts the generic markup language content into HDML 
content. 

However, Bickmore discloses in an analogous computer system wherein at least one of 
stylesheets converts generic markup language content into HDML content (col. 2, lines 5-12 
"Information. . . be provided from the distributed network at large, but the desired pages must be 
pre-defined, and custom information extraction and page formatting software must be written to 
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deliver the information to the small device. This is the approach taken in Unwired Planet's 
UP.Link service, which uses a proprietary mark-up language (HDML)"). 

The feature of using stylesheet to convert content into HDML content would be obvious 
for the reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 10. 

Per claim 14: 

The rejection of claim 10 is incorporated, and further, neither Guck nor Khan explicitly disclose 
wherein at least one of the stylesheets converts the generic markup language content into i-mode 
content. 

However, Bickmore discloses in an analogous computer system wherein at least one of 
stylesheets converts generic markup language content into i-mode content (col. 24, lines 19-28 
"The document filtering systems. . . to extract. . . information from a document based on 
commands written by a user in a high-level scripting language. . . combine page structure 
navigation, regular expression matching, site traversal, i.e., web crawling, and iterative matching, 
in addition to re-authoring of the extracted information using the document re-authoring systems 
and methods..."). 

The feature of converting the content into the i-mode content would be obvious for the 
reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 10. 



Per claim 15: 
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The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, neither Guck nor Khan explicitly disclose 
wherein the amount of the content generated that is delivered to the user mobile device is based 
on the display capacity of the mobile device. 

However, Bickmore discloses in an analogous computer system the amount of device- 
specific content that is delivered to user is based on the display capacity of mobile device (col. 
4, lines 65-67 to col. 5, lines 1-5 ". . .automatic document re-authoring capability coupled with 
document filtering to provide access to arbitrary documents on a distributed network, such as the 
Internet or an intranet, to devices with limited communications bandwidth and small displays"). 

The feature of displaying the content within the capacity of the device would be obvious 
for the reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1 . 



Per claim 23: 

The rejection of claim 21 is incorporated and further, Neither Guck nor Khan explicitly disclose 
the at least one device attribute including at least one attribute from the group of a color depth 
attribute, memory attribute, storage capacity attribute and operating system of the mobile device 
attribute. 

However, Bickmore discloses in an analogous computer system the at least one device 
attribute including at least one attribute from the group of a color depth attribute, memory 
attribute, storage capacity attribute and operating system of the mobile device attribute (col. 3, 
lines 65-67 "automatically transform a document into a plurality of linked subdocuments, where 
each subdocument requires less display area (color attribute)" and col. 4, lines 22-23 "a 
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document to extract a described portion based on a predefined script"). Further, Bickmore 
system performs document transformation suitable to display for a device type. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the method of at least one device attribute including at 
least one attribute from the group of a color depth attribute, memory attribute, storage capacity 
attribute and operating system of the mobile device attribute as taught by Bickmore into the 
method of converting the text the for the target device as taught by Guck. The modification 
would be obvious because of one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to have at least 
one device attribute including at least one attribute from the group of a color depth attribute, 
memory attribute, storage capacity attribute and operating system of the mobile device attribute 
to provide automatically re-author documents designed for a larger display area for display on a 
smaller display area as suggested by Bickmore (col. 3, lines 61-63). 

Claims 24 are the computer program product claim corresponding to method claim 23 and 
rejected under the same rational set forth in connection with the rejection of claim 23, above. 



Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Satish S. Rampuria whose telephone number is (571) 272-3732. 
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The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm Monday to Friday except every 
other Friday and federal holidays. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application should be directed to the TC 2100 Group receptionist: 571-272-2100. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wei Y. Zhen can be reached on (571) 272-3708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/SATISH RAMPURIA/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2191 



